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Status 

1 )E<] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 May 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters Drosemtinn »« to tho • 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935™ D 1 1 453 O G 2 13. " 

Disposition of Claims 
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Part of Paper No. 2 



Application/Control Number: 09/91 6,004 Pa 9 e 2 

Art Unit: 3635 

DETAILED ACTION 

This Office action is in response to the applicant's paper number 9 filed on 5/4/04. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
orth in sec 0^,102 of this title, if the differences between ^f^^^Jt^S^ 3nd 
he d ior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

^^H^Stoi person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter perta.ns. 

Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invent.on was made. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 7, 11-14, 16, and 22, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Colfer (US 5,586,1 1 5) in view of Herbst (US 5,437,526). 

Colfer teaches integrated wall system for securing parts of a building to each 
other and to a foundation comprising one or more anchoring devices 33, each 
anchoring device 33 having a first portion F, and a second portion S (see attached 
figure 1 ); the first portion of each anchoring device fixedly attached to a structural 
member 1 0 (shear wall), and the second portion of each anchoring device is fixedly 
attached to the foundation 29 and the first and the second portions of the anchoring 
devices are mechanically secured to the structural member and the foundation, 
respectively. The anchoring device 33 is rigid because it made from metal material and 
an angle plate configuration (col. 4, line 44), and the first portion F is perpendicular to 
the second portion S. Colfer teaches integrated wall system having reinforced wall 10 
with a plurality of horizontal and vertical reinforcing rods 17 (see figs. 1-2). Colfer does 
not teach specifically each anchoring device comprises a fiber composite material. 
Herbst teaches arrangement for anchoring a rod-shaped tension member of composite 
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fiber material having an anchor device 5 is composed of a composite fiber material (col. 
4, lines 59-60). At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Colfer with Herbst for the anchoring device is made 
out of composite fiber material. The motivation for doing so would have been to lower 
weight for the wall structure and the greater resistance to corrosion for the anchoring 
devices. 

Claims 6, 7, 17, 18 and 23, 27-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Colfer (US 5,685,1 1 5) in view of Herbst (US 5,437,526) and further in 
view of Leek (US 6,018,917). 

Colfer teaches integrated wall system for securing parts of a building to each 
other and to a foundation comprising one or more anchoring devices 33, each 
anchoring device 33 having a first portion F, and a second portion S (see attached 
figure 1 ); the first portion of each anchoring device fixedly attached to a structural 
member 10 (shear wall), and the second portion of each anchoring device is fixedly 
attached to the foundation 29 and the first and the second portions of the anchoring 
devices are mechanically secured to the structural member and the foundation, 
respectively. The anchoring device 33 is rigid because it made from metal material and 
an angle plate (col. 4, line 44), and the first portion F is perpendicular to the second 
portion S. Colfer teaches integrated wall system having reinforced wall 10 with a 
plurality of horizontal and vertical reinforcing rods 17 (see figs. 1-2). Colfer does not 
teach specifically each anchoring device comprises a fiber composite material. Herbst 
teaches arrangement for anchoring a rod-shaped tension member of composite fiber 
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material having an anchor device 5 is composed of a composite fiber material (col. 4, 
lines 59-60). At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Colfer with Herbst for the anchoring device is made 
out of composite fiber material. The motivation for doing so would have been to lower 
weight for the wall structure and the greater resistance to corrosion for the anchoring 
devices. 

In regarding to claims 6, 7, 17, and 18, Colfer and Hebst teach the structural elements 
for the anchoring device as discussed above. However, Colfer and Hebst do not teach 
expressly the anchoring device is fixedly attached to the base and the structural 
member using a bonding mechanism. Leek teaches inserted holdown for shear walls 
having anchoring device 2 is fixedly attached by using bonding mechanism such as 
epoxy poured into (col. 3, lines 48-49). At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine Colfer, Hebst with Leek's 
using epoxy for bonding mechanism for the anchoring device. The motivation for doing 
would have been to provide an additional strength and securement to the wall structure. 

With regard to method claims 23, and 27-31 , Colfer, Herbst, and Leek teach the 
structural elements for the wall anchoring device as stated except a method of 
construction for anchoring to a building structural member, examiner consider this to be 
the obvious method of setting up device because in bracing a wall, one must obviously 
position sidewalls and reinforced sidewalls in respect to a foundation, place anchoring 
devices along the wall, reinforce the wall by reinforcing rods, secure the wall anchoring 
devices by mechanical fasteners and bonding mechanism. 
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Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 5-7, 11-14, 16-18, 22, 23, and 
27-31 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claims 4, 8-10, 15, 19-21 , and 24-26 were previously objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
examiner should be directed to Chi Q. Nguyen whose telephone number is (703) 605- 
1224, Mon-Thu (7:00-5:30), Fridays off or examiner's supervisor, Carl Friedman can be 
reached at (703) 308-0839. The fax number for the organization where this application 
or proceeding assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
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